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Detailed Action 

1. Claims 1-24 are pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 4, 8, 12, 16, 20 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, 
as failing to comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one 
skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make 
and/or use the invention. In these 6 claims, the terms, 'diagnosis value', 
'recommendation value' and 'education value' were in the claims only and not in the 
specification. These terms have no defines parameters in the specification. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Marvin III et al in view of Noble, and further in view of Flores, and further in view 
of Beer, and further in view of Miall, and further in view of Schaffer, and further in 
view of Stewart, and further in view of Noble2, and further in view of Peng, and 
further in view of Richardson, and further in view of Dool ( U. S. Patent 
Publication 20030083914, referred to as Marvin; 'Schema-Based Knowledge 
Elicitation for Planning and Situation Assessment Aids', referred to as Noble; U. 
S. Patent Publication 20030036939, referred to as Flores; U. S. Patent 
Publication 20030010016, referred to as Beer; 'Foregrounding, Defamiliarization, 
and Affect Response to Literary Stories, referred to as Miall; U. S. Patent 
Publication 20020108113, referred to as Schaffer; 'Differences in the Duration of 
Spells on Social Assistance Between Single Males and Single Females', referred 
to as Stewart; 'Distributed Decision Making Under Uncertainty', referred to as 
Noble2; U. S. Patent Publication 20020032630, referred to as Peng; 'Managing 
Organisational Complexity', referred to as Richardson; U. S. Patent Publication 
20030078900, referred to as Dool) 



Claims 1 and 9. 
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Marvin teaches providing one or more topics of concern to the collaboration level 
(Marvin, 1J0013; Examiner's Note (EN) 'Collaboration level' of applicant is equivalent to 
'utilization measure' of Marvin.); providing one or more facets or aspects and/or 
characteristics of the one or more topics in the form of one or more selectable choices 
or answers (Marvin, 1J0014; EN If an individual is making a selection of choice items, 
then facets and/or characteristics must be provided.). 

Marvin does not teach receiving from one of the plurality of team members a 
selection of one or more choices or answers. 

Noble teaches receiving from one of the plurality of team members a selection of 
one or more choices or answers (Noble, p474, C1:46-57 & p479, C2:14-18; EN Team 
members' and 'selectable of one or more choices or answers' of applicant is equivalent 
to 'slots' and 'characteristics' of Noble.). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of applicant's invention to modify the teachings of Marvin by having the ability to select 
from a number of topics as taught by Noble to receive from one of the plurality of team 
members a selection of one or more choices or answers. 

For the purpose of choosing what topics of concerns the team members. 

Marvin teaches generating collaboration advice based on knowledge data and 
the selection of the one or more choices or answers, the knowledge data comprising 
one or more evaluation values for each of the one or more choices and collaboration 
level information associated with each of the one or more choices (Marvin, ^001 3; EN 
'generating collaboration advice', 'selection of the one or more choices or answers' and 
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'Collaboration level' of applicant is equivalent to 'objective evaluation', 'data' and 
'utilization measures' of Marvin.). 

Claims 2, 10 and 18. 

Marvin does not teach generating collaboration advice comprises generating at 
least one of a diagnosis. 

Noble teaches generating collaboration advice comprises generating at least one 
of a diagnosis (Noble, p475, C1:15-18). It would have been obvious to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to modify the teachings of 
Marvin by illustrating the evaluation function as taught by Noble to generate 
collaboration advice comprises generating at least one of a diagnosis. 

For the purpose of having output stating a possible reasons for behaviour. 

Marvin and Flores do not teach a warning sign, a risk assessment, a process 
suggestion and a tools suggestion. 

Flores teaches a warning sign (Flores, 1J0020; EN 'Warning sign' of applicant is 
equivalent to 'risk indicator provides an indication of the risk of failure' of Flores.), a risk 
assessment (Flores, 1J0020), a process suggestion (Flores, 1J0002) and a tools 
suggestion. (Flores, ^0012). It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to modify combined teachings of 
Marvin and Flores by demonstrating risk possibilities, that might lead to warning signs, 
procedures for corrections and items needed for the procedure as taught by Flores to 
have a warning sign, a risk assessment, a process suggestion and a tools suggestion. 
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For the purpose of looking for and preventing failures, correction of failures, and 
items needed for corrections. 

Claims 3, 7, 1 1, 15, 19 and 23. 

Marvin does not teach the interfacing circuit, routine or application updates the 
knowledge data. 

Noble teaches the interfacing circuit, routine or application updates the 
knowledge data. (Noble, 1J0084; EN By adding information into the database, the 
database is being updated.) 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of applicant's invention to modify the teachings of Marvin by keeping the database 
current as taught by Noble to have the interfacing circuit, routine or application updates 
the knowledge data. 

For the purpose of using current data such that the system can adjust with the 
real world situation. 

Claims 4, 8, 12, 16, 20 and 24. 

Marvin, Noble and Flores do not teach the evaluation value comprises at least 
one of a diagnosis value, a discussion value, a recommendation value and an education 
value. 

Beer, Miall, Schaffer and Stewart do teach the evaluation value comprises at 
least one of a diagnosis value (Beer, U0010), a discussion value (Miall, section 2.2 
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study 1 :line 6), a recommendation value (Schaffer, ^0035) and an education value. 
(Stewart, p6:17-19) 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of applicant's invention to modify combined teachings of Marvin, Noble and Flores by 
incorporating the factors of education, recommendation, discussion and diagnosis into 
the system as taught by Beer, Miall, Schaffer and Stewart to have an evaluation value 
comprises at least one of a diagnosis value, a discussion value, a recommendation 
value and an education value. 

For the purpose of taking into account these four attributes of an individual to 
generate a collaboration level for that individual. 

Claims 5 and 13. 

Marvin teaches providing one or more topics of concern to the collaboration level 
(Marvin, fl0013; Examiner's Note (EN) 'Collaboration level 1 of applicant is equivalent to 
'utilization measure' of Marvin.); providing one or more aspects, facets and/or 
characteristics of each of the one or more topics in the form of one or more selectable 
choices or answers. (Marvin, ^001 4; EN If an individual is making a selection of choice 
items, then facets and/or characteristics must be provided.) 

Marvin does not teach receiving from the first member a first selection of the one 
or more choices or answers; receiving from the second member a second selection of 
the one or more choices or answers. 
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Noble teaches receiving from the first member a first selection of the one or more 
choices or answers; receiving from the second member a second selection of the one or 
more choices or answers. (Noble, p474, C1:46-57 & p479, C2:14-18; EN Team 
members 1 and 'selectable of one or more choices or answers' of applicant is equivalent 
to 'slots' and 'characteristics' of Noble. Two members of applicant is equivalent to slots 
of Noble.) 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of applicant's invention to modify the teachings of Marvin by illustrating a number users 
a plurality of selections as taught by Noble to illustrate receiving from the first member a 
first selection of the one or more choices or answers; receiving from the second 
member a second selection of the one or more choices or answers. 

For the purpose of demonstrating a general interface where data can be 
received. 

Marvin, Noble, Flores, Beer, Miall, Schaffer and Stewart do not teach generating 
a team-view based on knowledge data and the first and second selections of the one or 
more choices or answers, the team-view comprising statistic analysis of the first and 
second selections of the one or more choices or answers, the knowledge data 
comprising an evaluation value for each of the one or more choices or answers and 
collaboration level information associated with each of the one or more choices or 
answers. 

Noble2 teaches generating a team-view (Noble2, abstract; EN Team-view' of 
applicant is equivalent to 'team decision' of Noble2.) based on knowledge data (Noble2, 
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p717, C1:1-8; EN 'Knowledge data is equivalent to 'data 1 of Noble2.) and the first and 
second selections of the one or more choices or answers (Noble2, p714 C1 : 14-21 ; EN 
The first and second selection would be the 5 and 8 pound targets and types of 
shooting.), the team-view comprising statistic analysis of the first and second selections 
of the one or more choices or answers (Noble2, p715, C1: 19-28; EN 'Statistic analysis' 
of applicant is equivalent to 'probability' of Noble2.), the knowledge data comprising an 
evaluation value (Noble2, p716 C1:8-9; EN 'Evaluation value' of applicant is equivalent 
to 'shoot decision' of Noble2.) for each of the one or more choices or answers and 
collaboration level information associated with each of the one or more choices or 
answers. (Noble2, abstract; EN 'Collaboration level' of applicant is equivalent to 
'threshold' of Noble2.) 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of applicant's invention to modify combined teachings of Marvin, Noble, Flores, Beer, 
Miall, Schaffer and Stewart by generating a team view using statistics in accordance 
with a 'collaboration level' as taught by Noble2 to generate a team-view based on 
knowledge data and the first and second selections of the one or more choices or 
answers, the team-view comprising statistic analysis of the first and second selections 
of the one or more choices or answers, the knowledge data comprising an evaluation 
value for each of the one or more choices or answers and collaboration level 
information associated with each of the one or more choices or answers. 

For the purpose of a team evaluation with the members collaboration being a 
major component. 
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Claims 6, 14 and 22. 

Marvin, Noble, Flores, Beer, Miall, Schaffer, Stewart and Noble2 do not teach 
generating at least one of a list of concerns agreed by team members, a list of concerns 
disagreed by members and a list of recommendations in response to a concern in the 
list of agreed or disagreed concerns. 

Peng and Richardson do teach generating at least one of a list of concerns 
agreed by team members (Peng, abstract), a list of concerns disagreed by members 
(Richardson, p3.3:14-21) and a list of recommendations in response to a concern in 
the list of agreed or disagreed concerns. (Peng, 1J0032) 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of applicant's invention to modify combined teachings of Marvin, Noble, Flores, Beer, 
Miall, Schaffer, Stewart and Noble2 by composing a list of issues and solutions as 
taught by Peng and Richardson to generate at least one of a list of concerns agreed by 
team members, a list of concerns disagreed by members and a list of recommendations 
in response to a concern in the list of agreed or disagreed concerns. 

For the purpose of collecting results into an organized form with corresponding 
solutions. 

Claim 17. 

Marvin teaches an interfacing circuit, routine or application (Marvin, H0015); an 
individual evaluating circuit, routine or application (Marvin, 1J0032); and a database that 
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stores one or more topics of concern to the collaboration level, one or more choices or 
answers relating to each of the one or more topics, and knowledge data comprising an 
evaluation value for each of the one or more topics and collaboration level information 
associated with each of the one or more choices or answers (Marvin, fl0013; 
Examiner's Note (EN) 'Collaboration level 1 of applicant is equivalent to 'utilization 
measure' of Marvin. 'Evaluation value' of applicant is equivalent to 'data corresponding 
to businesses that are similar to the business' of Marvin.), wherein: the interfacing 
circuit, routine or application displays the one or more topics and the one or more 
aspects, facets and/or characteristics, and receives from one of the plurality of team 
members a selection of the one or more aspects, facets or characteristics (Marvin, 
H0014; EN If an individual is making a selection of choice items, then facets and/or 
characteristics must be provided. Team' or 'first and second member' of applicant is 
equivalent to 'group' of Marvin.); and 

Marvin, Noble, Flores, Beer, Miall, Schaffer, Stewart, Noble2, Peng and 
Richardson do not teach the individual evaluating circuit, routine or application 
generates collaboration advice based on the knowledge data and the selection of the 
one or more aspects, facets and/or characteristics. 

Dool teaches the individual evaluating circuit, routine or application generates 
collaboration advice based on the knowledge data and the selection of the one or more 
aspects, facets and/or characteristics (Dool, 1J0072). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of applicant's invention to modify combined teachings of Marvin, Noble, Flores, Beer, 
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Miall, Schaffer, Stewart, Noble2, Peng and Richardson by focusing in on an individual 
evaluation process as taught by Dool to have an individual evaluating circuit, routine or 
application generates collaboration advice based on the knowledge data and the 
selection of the one or more aspects, facets and/or characteristics. 

For the purpose of focusing in on the individual before evaluating the team 
collaboration level. 

Claim 21. 

Marvin teaches an interfacing circuit, routine or application (Marvin, 1J0015); a 
team evaluating circuit, routine or application (Marvin, H0030); and a database that 
stores one or more topics of concern to the collaboration level, one or more aspects, 
facets and/or characteristics of the one or more topics, and knowledge data comprising 
an evaluation value for each of the one or more topics and collaboration level 
information associated with each of the one or more aspects, facets and/or 
characteristics, (Marvin, 1J0013; Examiner's Note (EN) 'Collaboration level' of applicant 
is equivalent to 'utilization measure' of Marvin. 'Evaluation value' of applicant is 
equivalent to 'data corresponding to businesses that are similar to the business' of 
Marvin.) wherein: the interfacing circuit, routine or application displays the one or more 
topics and the one or more choices or answers, receives from the first member a first 
selection of the one or more choices or answers, and receives from the second member 
a second selection of the one or more choices or answers(Marvin, 1J001 4; EN If an 
individual is making a selection of choice items, then facets and/or characteristics must 
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be provided. Team' or 'first and second member 1 of applicant is equivalent to 'group' of 
Marvin.). 

The combination of Marvin, Noble, Flores, Beer, Miall, Schaffer and Stewart do 
not teach the team evaluating circuit, routine or application generates a team-view 
based on the knowledge data and the first and second selections of the one or more 
choices or answers, the team-view comprising statistic analysis of the first and second 
selections of the one or more choices or answers. 

Noble2 teaches the team evaluating circuit, routine or application generates a 
team-view based on the knowledge data and the first and second selections of the one 
or more choices or answers, the team-view comprising statistic analysis of the first and 
second selections of the one or more choices or answers. (Noble2, abstract; EN Team 
evaluation' of applicant is equivalent to learn decisions' of Noble2.) It would have been 
obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to 
modify combined teachings of Marvin, Noble, Flores, Beer, Miall, Schaffer and Stewart 
by using individual assessments to generate a team evaluation as taught by Noble2 to 
have the team evaluating circuit, routine or application generates a team-view based on 
the knowledge data and the first and second selections of the one or more choices or 
answers, the team-view comprising statistic analysis of the first and second selections 
of the one or more choices or answers. 

For the purpose of a final result of determining a final collaboration level of team 
members. 
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Conclusion 

4. The prior art of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to the 
applicant's disclosure. 

-U. S. Patent 6594664: Estrada 
-U. S. Patent 6564246: Varma 
-U. S. Patent 6496812: Campaigne 
-U. S. Patent 6349327: Tang 
-U. S. Patent 6295513: Thackston 
-U. S. Patent 6292830: Taylor 

5. Claims 1 -24 are rejected. 

Correspondence Information 

6. Any inquiry concerning this information or related to the subject disclosure should 
be directed to the Examiner Peter Coughlan, whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
5990. The Examiner can be reached on Monday through Friday from 7:15 a.m. to 3:45 
p.m. 

If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor David Vincent can be reached at (571) 272-3687. Any response to this 
office action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, 
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Washington, D. C. 20231; 
Hand delivered to: 
Receptionist, 

Customer Service Window, 
Randolph Building, 
401 Dulany Street, 
Alexandria, Virginia 2231 3, 

(located on the first floor of the south side of the Randolph Building); 
or faxed to: 

(571) 273-8300 (for formal communications intended for entry.) 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you have any questions 
on access to Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 
866-217-9197 (toll free). 



Peter Coughlan 



1/26/2006 





